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Stillwater  State  Forest  Headquarters 


Stillwater  State  Forest,  Montana 
Department  of  Natural  Resources  and 
Conservation  (DNRC),  is  planning  the 
Taylor  South  Timber  Sale  Project. 

The  proposed  sale  area  is  located 
north  of  Whitefish  Lake  and 
approximately  6 miles  northwest  of 
Whitefish,  Montana.  The  Timber  Sale 
Area  Map  on  page  6 shows  the 
approximate  location. 

In  December  2000,  Stillwater  Unit 
produced  the  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  (DEIS)  for  the 
Taylor  South  Timber  Sale  Project  and 
included  a 30-day  comment  period  for 
people  that  were  interested  in 
responding.  DNRC  has  now  adopted 
the  DEIS  as  the  Final  EIS  (FEIS)  for 
the  Taylor  South  Timber  Sale 


The  FEIS  consists  of  4 sections: 

Section  1 - Draft  EIS  and  related 
resource  appendices  that  was 
published  and  mailed  to 
interested  parties  in  December  of 
2000. 

Section  2 - The  Errata  includes 
corrections,  updates,  and/or 
additions  made  to  the  DEIS. 
Section  3 - The  Proposed  Decision 
from  the  project  decisionmaker. 
Section  4 - Copies  of  letters  and 
comments  received  about  the  DEIS 
and  our  responses  to  those 
comments . 

This  summary: 

• briefly  describes  the  project 
proposal  and  the  alternatives 
that  have  been  considered, 
updates  the  previous  Executive 
Summary. 

summarizes  the  proposed  decision, 
updates  you  on  what  will  happen 
next  with  this  project. 
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PROJECT  UPDATE 

Stillwater  Unit  manages  school  trust 
lands  and  is  planning  a timber  sale 
that  would  log  4 to  5 million  board 
feet  (800  to  1,000  log  truck  loads) 
of  timber  from  640  acres.  The 
Taylor  South  Timber  Sale  Project  is 
located  north  of  Whitefish  Lake  in 
Sections  6,  7,  17,  18,  19,  20,  29, 
30,  31,  32,  and  33,  Township  32 
north,  Range  22  west.  In  addition 
to  logging  timber,  roads  would  be 
repaired  to  improve  drainage,  water 
quality,  and  safety.  A bridge  at 
Upper  Whitefish  Lake  Campground 
would  also  be  replaced. 

The  sale  would  likely  be  sold  in  the 
summer  of  2001.  The  contract  for 
logging  and  road  construction  would 
be  over  a 3-year  period,  though  the 
actual  work  would  only  take  place 


for  short  periods  of  time  within 
those  3 years.  The  timber  sale 
would  produce  income  over  the  long 
term  for  the  school  trust.  The 
school  trust  provides  money  for  the 
operation  of  schools.  The  land 
where  the  trees  are  harvested  would 
be  prepared  to  grow  new  trees. 

This  project  started  in  March  1998 
when  we  issued  the  initial  proposal 
for  this  timber  sale  and  asked  for 
comments  from  the  public  and  other 
agencies.  Since  that  time,  2 
newsletters  have  been  written  and 
sent  to  the  people  on  our  mailing 
list;  again  comments  were 
requested.  Several  field  trips 
with  small  groups  were  also  taken. 
The  comments  we  received  helped  us 
do  a better  job  of  planning  the 
timber  sale. 
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By  studying  the  concerns  of  the  public,  other  agencies,  and  DNRC  employees, 
we  found  we  needed  to  further  study,  clarify,  and  explain  the  effects  that 
the  proposed  timber  sale  would  have  on  various  resources.  This,  the  Final 
EIS,  provides  full  details  on  the  studies  we  conducted  to  determine  how  the 
environment  would  be  affected.  The  following  is  a list  of  the  affected 
resources . 


® HYDROLOGY  (WATER) 


• FISHERIES 


• vegetation  (trees) 


• WILDLIFE: 

- Listed  as  a Threatened  or  Endangered  Species : 


Bald  eagle 


Grizzly  bear 


Grey  Wolf 


- Listed  as  a Sensitive  Species: 


Canada  lvnx 


Boreal  owl 


Pi?  tori 


Harlequin  duck 
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We  received  approximately  15  comments  on  the  DEIS.  The  comments  most  often 
received  asked  us  to  clarify  or  update  the  following  resources  issues: 


• Hydrology  - They  wanted  more  detail  on  how  Federal  and  State  standards  are  being 
met  to  maintain  the  quality  of  the  water. 


• Fisheries  - They  asked  for  more  detail  on  how  timber  sale  activities  could 
affect  the  habitat  for  bull  trout  and  westslope  cutthroat  trout. 

• Vegetation  - They  wondered  how  this  project  relates  to  the  ongoing  issues  of 
managing  old-growth  timber  on  School  Trust  lands. 


• Economics  - Due  to  the  current  low  lumber  market,  we  were  asked  to  again 

estimate  the  money  that  would  be  received  from  the  timber  sale. 

• Wildlife  - They  wanted  more  detail  on  how  the  eagle  would  be  affected  during  the 
timber  sale  operations. 

They  wanted  more  detail  on  how  the  grizzly  bears  and  lynx  would  be  affected 

because  the  removal  of  trees  would  reduce  their  cover  for  hiding. 

They  wanted  more  detail  on  how  the  habitat  for  pileated  woodpecker  would  be 
affected. 
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Roads  on  the  forest 
would  not  be  repaired, 
except  during  regular 
maintenance . 

Everything  would  remain 
much  the  same. 

Other  active  projects 
in  the  timber  sale  pro- 
ject area  would  still 
continue . 


HARVEST 
UNIT  MAP 


• Under  No-Action  Alternative  A: 


- Trees  would  not  be  cut . 


- The  bridge  at  Upper  White- 
fish  Lake  would  not  be  re- 
placed . 
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DEVELOPING  THE  PROJECT 

A team  made  up  of  foresters,  a 
water  specialist  (hydrologist),  a 
wildlife  specialist  (biologist), 
and  economist  was  formed.  This 
team  was  called  the  Interdisci- 
plinary Team,  or  ID  Team.  The  ID 
Team  studied  the  concerns  and  de- 
veloped 2 choices,  No-Action  Al- 
ternative A and  Action  Alterna- 
tive B: 
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Under  Action  Alternative  B: 


- Most  of  the  trees  would  be  cut,  except  for  small  groups  and  scattered 
individual  trees. 

- Trees  would  not  be  cut  near  main  streams,  so  dirt  and  debris  will  not 
get  into  the  streams  and  animals  would  be  able  to  travel  without  being 
seen . 

- The  bridge  at  Upper  Whitefish  Lake  Campground,  where  the  East  Fork  of 
Swift  Creek  runs  out  of  the  lake,  would  be  replaced. 

- The  roads  would  be  repaired  and  some  culverts  that  are  the  wrong  size 
would  be  replaced. 

- Grass  seed  would  be  planted  where  the  ground  was  disturbed  during  log- 
ging activities. 

- Machines  would  prepare  the  ground  to  plant  small  trees  where  seedlings 
would  not  grow  naturally. 


Action  Alternative  C would  do  the  same  things  as  Action  Alternative  B in 
almost  the  same  places,  except: 


- Trees  would  be  left  along  the  roads  to 
screen  the  areas  that  were  cut. 


These  2 options  were  sent  out  to  the  people  on  the  mailing  list.  Some 
replied  that  they  were  concerned  about  the  clearcuts.  Because  of  this, 
another  choice,  Action  Alternative  C,  was  developed. 


- More  trees  would  be  left  in  the  cutting 
areas . 
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DISPLAYING  THE  OPTIONS  AND  EFFECTS 

The  Interdisciplinary  Team  studied 
how  the  3 options  (alternatives) 
would  affect  the  resources  (water, 
wildlife,  etc.)  that  were  described 
earlier.  The  following  is  a brief 
summary  of  how  those  resources  would 
be  affected  and  what  may  happen  if 
the  project  does,  or  does  not,  take 
place . 

• If  Alternative  A is  chosen: 

- Approximately  $6,090  per  year 
would  be  added  to  the  school 
trust  account  from  leases  and 
licenses . 

- No  money  would  be  added  to  the 
forest  improvement  fund. 

- about  $2,000  would  be  spent 
each  year  on  road  maintenance 
in  this  area. 

- Major  road  improvements,  such 
as  installing  the  new  bridge, 
would  not  take  place. 


• If  Alternative  B is  chosen,  the 
following  (along  with  those  items 
listed  on  page  9)  would  occur: 

With  today's  timber  market, 
approximately  $805,831  would 
be  added  to  the  school  trust 
and  forest  improvement 
accounts  compared  to  the 


earlier  estimates  for  this 
project  which  was  based  on  May 
2000  markets  ($949,375). 

- Major  road  work,  including 
replacing  the  bridge  at  Upper 
Whitefish  Lake,  could  be  done 
for  $280,000. 

- About  450  acres  of  the  harvest 
area  would  be  regenerated  with 
trees.  Of  these  450  acres,  365 
acres  would  be  planted  with  220 
seedling  trees  per  acre,  for  a 
cost  of  $102,760. 

• If  Alternative  C is  chosen,  the 

following  (along  with  those  items 

listed  on  page  9)  would  occur: 

- With  today's  timber  market, 
approximately  $867,831  would  be 
added  to  the  school  trust  and 
forest  improvement  accounts 
compared  to  the  earlier 
estimates  for  this  project 
which  was  based  on  May  2000 
markets  ($1,025,200). 

- Major  road  work,  including 
replacing  the  bridge  at  Upper 
Whitefish  Lake,  could  be  done 
for  $280,000. 

- About  395  acres  of  the  harvest 
area  would  be  regenerated  with 
trees.  Of  these  395  acres,  300 
acres  would  be  planted  with  170 
seedling  trees  per  acre,  for  a 
cost  of  $76, 785 . 
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If  Action  Alternative  B or  C is 
chosen,  the  following  (along  with 
those  listed  for  the  specific 
alternative  on  page  8)  would  occur: 

• The  amount  of  water  running 
through  the  Lower  Swift  Creek 
watershed  may  increase  slightly. 
This  slight  increase  would 
continue  for  several  years,  but 
would  not  noticeably  change  the 
quality  of  the  water  in  the 
streams  and  Whitefish  Lake  or 
affect  the  habitat  of  fish 
species . 

• The  tree  species  best  suited  for 
this  area  are  expected  to  grow 
back.  Alternative  B,  as  it  is 
proposed,  would  allow  this  to 
happen  immediately.  Alternative 
C would  require  a second  harvest 
within  5 to  15  years.  This 
second  harvest  would  open  up  the 
timber  stands,  reduce  the  tree 
competition  for  light,  nutrients, 
and  water,  and  let  the  favored 
species  of  trees  grow. 

• Stands  that  currently  meet  DNRC' s 
definition  for  old-growth  would 
be  harvested.  Under  Alternative 
B,  most  of  these  harvested  areas 
would  no  longer  qualify  as  old 
growth.  Under  Alternative  C, 
most  of  these  harvested  areas 
would  still  qualify  as  old 
growth,  but  minimally. 
Nonetheless,  the  amount  of  old 
growth  DNRC  has  committed  to 


keeping  in  the  State  Forest  Land 
Management  Plan  would  still  be 
met . 

The  subject  of  Old-growth 
management  on  trust  lands  is 
ongoing.  DNRC  is  currently 
revising  its  working  definition 
based  upon  Land  Board  direction 
and  judicial  review  of  DNRC 
Biodiversity  Guidance  used  in  this 
EIS.  The  Land  Board  meeting  in 
February  2001  selected  a 
definition  for  Old-growth  based 
upon  Green  et  al.  (Old  Growth 
Forest  Types  of  the  Northern 
Region , R-l  SES  4/92 , USDA  Forest 
Service,  Northern  Region , 

Missoula,  MT) . Alternatives  B 
and  C both  propose  to  harvest  48 
acres  that  have  timber  that  meets 
this  criteria. 

• Little  or  no  effects  to  bald 
eagles  are  expected  from  the 
logging  or  road  construction 
activities  because  most  of  the 
activities  would  not  be  near  the 
nests.  The  activities  near  the 
nest  site  would  not  happen  until 
the  nesting  period  is  over.  This 
project  meets  the  guidelines  of 
the  Bald  Eagle  Working  Group. 

• In  regard  to  roads  and  habitat 
security  for  grizzly  bears, 
wolves,  and  white-tailed  deer, 
the  levels  agreed  to  in  the  State 
Forest  Land  Management  Plan  would 
be  met . 
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Views : 

- The  views  into  the  project  area 
are  limited  from  the  Whitefish 
Lake  area.  State  land  is 
relatively  low  in  elevation  and 
ridges  and  trees  break  up  much 
of  that  view. 


- Close  to  the  logging  units, 
views  are  expected  to  change. 
Tree  tops,  limbs,  slash  piles, 
skid  trails,  and  landings  would 
be  visible  for  several  years. 


- With  Alternative  C,  most 
of  the  standing  trees 
would  be  left  within  50 
feet  of  the  road.  This 
would,  in  most  cases, 
limit  the  views  into  the 
harvested  areas.  With 
Alternative  B,  this  would 
be  done  to  a lesser  de- 
gree . 
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THE  PROPOSED  DECISION  WITHIN  THE  FINAL  EIS  and  WHAT' S TO  FOLLOW 


This  Executive  Summary  of  the  Final  EIS  is  designed  to  encompass  the  Montana 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (MEPA)  rules.  The  information  is  written  so  that, 
with  the  supporting  photographs  and  map,  it  is  easily  understood. 

Robert  Sandman,  the  Unit  Manager  of  Stillwater  State  Forest,  is  the 
decisionmaker  for  this  project.  He  has  included  his  Proposed  Decision  as  a 
part  of  the  Final  EIS.  This  proposed  decision  is  not  the  final  decision;  no 
sooner  than  15  days  after  the  Final  EIS  is  published,  Mr.  Sandman  may  write  a 
Decision  Memo  to  accept  the  Proposed  Decision  as  the  final  decision  or  he  may 
write  a complete  Record  of  Decision  for  the  project. 


In  general,  the  Proposed  Decision  selects  Action  Alternative  B with  the 
following  modifications: 

Leave  more  large  trees  per  acre  if  they  are  healthy  with  good  form 
and  full  crowns.  In  portions  of  the  harvested  areas,  this  would 
leave  more  trees  per  acre  and  would  be  similar  to  the  shelterwood 
harvest  proposal  for  Action  Alternative  C. 

Additional  trees  should  be  left  along  the  edges  of  stands  and  along 
roadways . 

Unit  14  would  be  sold  as  a separate  timber  permit,  and 
Comply  with  ongoing  lawsuit  rulings,  legislation,  modifications  of 
old-growth  guidance  and/or  Land  Board  decisions  in  relation  to  the 
management  of  old-growth  timber  stands  on  trust  lands.  Currently, 
portions  of  Unit  11  and  all  of  Unit  13  are  affected  by  a recent  court 
ruling  that  states  that,  at  this  time,  DNRC  is  not  allowed  to  harvest 
these  units. 


Following  publication  of  the  final  decision  on  this  project,  the  harvest  ar- 
eas will  be  prepared  for  sale.  This  includes  tasks  such  as: 

- flagging  around  unit  boundaries, 

- marking  trees  to  be  left  or  trees  to  be  cut, 

flagging  out  sensitive  areas  such  as  Streamside  Management  Zones,  and 

- staking  roads  for  reconstruction. 

After  these  tasks  are  completed,  a Timber  Sale  Contract  will  be  prepared. 

The  Timber  Sale  Contract  must  receive  Land  Board  approval  before  the  sale  is 
offered  for  sale  by  public  bidding.  This  project  is  expected  to  be  sold  in 
the  summer  of  2001. 


Page  11 


OVERVIEW  OF  ADDITIONAL  FINAL  EIS  INFORMATION 


As  stated  in  the  introduction,  the  Draft  EIS  and  its  resource  appendices, 
which  was  mailed  in  December  of  2000  and  is  necessary  to  fully  understand  the 
project,  is  a part  of  the  Final  EIS.  The  Draft  EIS  contains  a more  complete 
description  of  the  purpose,  development,  and  conclusions  of  the  proposed 
project.  The  resource  appendices  were  written  by  the  ID  Team  and  are  lengthy 
technical  discussions  of  methodologies,  research,  monitoring,  baseline 
studies,  analyses,  etc.  Changes  to  correct  errors  or  provide  updates  can  be 
found  in  the  Final  EIS's  Errata  and  Additions  section.  All  documents, 
including  the  Draft  EIS  and  resource  appendices,  are  also  available  to  read 
at  www.dnrc.state.mt.us  and  the  Whitefish  Library. 

The  Final  EIS  will  be  sent  to  people  that  have,  over  the  course  of  this 
project,  requested  the  document  and  Draft  EIS.  To  receive  a copy  of  the 
Taylor  South  Timber  Sale  Project  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (Final 
EIS)  contact  Mike  McMahon  at  (406)881-2371.  The  Decision  Notice  or  Record  of 
Decision  will  be  sent  to  all  those  who  receive  this  Executive  Summary  and/or 
the  Final  EIS. 


Copies  of  this  document  were  published  at  an  approximate  cost  per  copy  of 

$5.05  for  printing  and  $0.55  for  mailing 


